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PRICE DISCRIMINATION BILL 


Congress Expected by Act Next Week on Report 
of Conferees 


Conferees have agreed upon the final form of the price- 
discrimination bill and it is now ready for final action in 
Congress early in the week of June 15th. There are still 
rumors of White House disapproval, but those who have been 
following the many ups and downs seem generally agreed that 
final approval will not be withheld. 

As agreed upon in conference, the bill resembles most 
closely the Patman Bill plus the Borah-Van Nuys Bill, all of 
which is included. It would not be worthwhile to compare 
each provision of the final draft with corresponding sections 
in all of the previous drafts of the various bills, but as a matter 
of convenience for interested canners the complete text of the 
conference bill is printed below. 

The part in quotation marks, Sec. 2(a) to (f), is the 
language of the old Act of 1914 as it will read when amended. 
Following the quotation marks is Section 2 of the bill, not of 
the Act. This relates to pending rights of action and pro- 
ceedings and is temporary in purpose. Sections 3 and 4 are 
the Borah-Van Nuys Bill almost word for word. 


Outline of Interesting Features of Bill 


There is much discussion in Washington as to the meaning, 
effect, and enforcibility of certain provisions of the bill. 
Association's counsel will analyze the bill in a future number 
of the INrormation Letter. Some of the more interesting 
high spots in the final draft follow. 


In subsection (a), which sets forth the general prohibition 
against discrimination, the phrase “knowingly receives the 
benefit of such discrimination” was insisted on by the Senate 
conferees. Its purpose, according to the conferees, is to 
exempt from the meaning of the surrounding clause those 
who incidentally receive discriminatory prices in the routine 
course of business without special solicitation, negotiation, or 
other arrangement for them on the part of the buyer and 
seller. Some of the proponents, however, are dubious about 
the effect of the word “knowingly” when enforcement is 
attempted, 

Subsection (a) also contains the proviso allowing for 
changes in prices to meet market changes, which Representa- 
tive Patman said on the floor of the House would permit a 
seller to change his price every minute of the day provided 
he did not discriminate between buyers. 

Subsection (b) contains the much discussed provision that 
a complaint that there has been discrimination in price is a 
Prima facie case, the burden of rebutting which shall be upon 
the person charged with the violation. There is the proviso, 
however, that the seller is not prevented from rebutting the 
prina facie by showing that his lower price was made in good 
faith to meet competition. 
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Subsection (c) contains the brokerage clause, which the 
House conferees say in their report “permits the payment of 
compensation by a seller to his broker or agent for services 
actually rendered in his behalf; likewise by a buyer to his 
broker or agent for services in connection with the purchase 
of goods actually rendered in his behalf; but it prohibits the 
direct or indirect payment of brokerage except for such serv- 
ices rendered. It prohibits its allowance by the buyer direct 
to the seller or by the seller direct to the buyer; and it pro- 
hibits its payment by either to an agent or intermediary acting 
in fact for or in behalf of or subject to the direct or indirect 
control of the other.” 

Subsections (d) and (e) are aimed at the major abuses in 
furnishing and paying for advertising, services, and facilities. 
Subsection (f) makes it unlawful knowingly to induce or 
receive an unlawful discrimination in price. 

Sections 3 and 4—the Borah-Van Nuys amendment—over- 
lap the other sections in some respects, but in addition pro- 
vide for criminal penalties for the particular offenses de- 
scribed in Section 3. It also makes it possible for the com- 


(Continued on page 4975) 


LABELS AND LIABILITY 


Suggestions to Canners Selling Products Purchased 
from Other Packers 


Occasionally a member purchases canned food from another 
packer and sells it under his own label. When this is done 
the member should be careful to avoid the use of a label 
which indicates that the member is the packer. 


The regulations under the Federal Food and Drugs Act 
do not require that the name of the packer be given upon the 
label, nor do they require the actual place of manufacture or 
production to be stated on the label. When a person, firm or 
corporation actually manufactures or produces a food or a 
drug in two or more places, the actual place of manufacture 
or production of each particular package need not be stated 
on the label except when the mention of any place, to the 
exclusion of the other, deceives or misleads. 


However, the regulations do provide that if the name of 
the packer is given it must be the true name, and that if the 
locality in which the food is packed is given it must be cor- 
rectly stated. These regulations further provide that the 
words “Packed for ", “Distributed by ”, or 
some equivalent phrase, shall be added to the label in case 
the name which appears upon the label is not that of the 
actual packer. Thus, if packer A sells canned food which 
has been packed for him by another, the label must contain 
a statement that the food has been “Packed for A”, or is 
“Distributed by A”, or an equivalent statement. 


Another angle of this matter to be considered is the possi- 
bility of liability of the member to consumers for claims of 
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negligence on the part of the actual packer of the food. 
Some courts have adopted the principle that one who sells 
goods manufactured or produced by another as his own is 
liable for the negligence of the one who actually produces 
or manufactures the goods. Recently this principle has been 
applied to canned foods in certain court decisions. (See 
Burkhart v. Armour & Co., 115 Conn, 249 (1932) and Slavin 
v. Francis H, Leggett & Co., 173 Atl. 597, 177 Atl. 120 (N. J. 
1935, affirmed by New Jersey Court of Errors and Appeals, 
May 14, 1936.) 


In both of these cases the defendant held liable had not 
packed the food, and the label bore its name with an indica- 
tion that it was the distributor of the food. The label also 
had on it the defendant's trade-mark. In neither case did the 
label expressly state that the defendant was the packer. In 
both cases liability was predicated on the theory that the 
defendant had adopted the food as his own product. 


The status of decisions at present appears to be that one 
canner may be held liable for negligence of another canner 
who actually packs the food in question where the label has 
on it the non-packing canner’s trade-mark, even though it 
refers to the non-packing canner as “the distributor”. Lan- 
guage indicating more definitely that the non-packing canner 
is not the packer of the food in question would tend toward 
elimination of such liability. Such words as “Distributed but 
not packed by ", might accomplish this result. 


Standard Container Regulations 


Postponement until January 1, 1937, of the enforcement 
of the Canadian law requiring the use of standard sized con- 
tainers for canned fruits and vegetables was noted in the 
Inrormation Lerrer for April 25th. Further information 
from the Deputy Minister of the Canadian Department of 
Commerce states: 

“For the time being, this is correct, inasmuch as the legis- 
lation in question has been referred to the Supreme Court 
for consideration on constitutional issues. No new regula- 
tions have yet been issued by this Department.” 


UNSOLD STOCKS OF SALMON ON MAY 30TH 


The following statistics on unsold stocks of salmon on May 30, 1936, compiled by the Association of Pacific Fisheries, 


Retail Sale Indexes 


Vaniety Stornes.—Daily average sales of variety stores for 
May, 1936, were about 15 per cent higher in dollar volume 
than for May, 1935, and 10 per cent above the same month 
of 1934, according to the U. S. Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Commerce. As compared with April of this year 
daily average sales for May showed an increase of about 
3% per cent, or more than the estimated seasonal amount, 
The seasonally adjusted index rose to 99 for May, on the 
basis of the average for 1929-31 as 100, as compared with 95 
for April and 934% for March. 


DerartmMeNT Stores.—Department store sales increased 
from April to May, although a decline is usual at this season. 
The Federal Reserve Board's seasonally adjusted index, which 
makes allowance for differences in the number of business 
days, was 88 per cent for May compared with 81 per cent for 
April and an average of 82 per cent for the first four months 
of the year. Aggregate value of sales reported for May was 
12 per cent larger and for the first five months of 1936, 9 per 
cent larger than in the corresponding periods of 1935. 


Estimate of Pimiento Acreage 


The 1936 preliminary estimate of the U. S. Bureau of Agri- 
cultural Economics for planted acreage of pimientos for 
manufacture is 13 per cent less than the acreage planted in 
1935. A total of 11,970 acres is indicated for the United 
States in 1936 compared with 13,760 in 1935. The decrease 
in acreage is about the same in California and Georgia. The 
average annual difference between acreage planted and the 
acreage harvested for the last 5 years (1931-1935) has been 
4.7 per cent of the planted acreage. The estimated planted 
acreage for 1936 compared with previous years is as follows: 


State 1932 1933 1934 1935 1936 
Acres Acres Acres Acres Acres 
2,110 580 1,040 1,360 1,170 
Georgia 6,800 5800 9,300 12,400 10,800 
Total .. .. 8,910 6,380 10,340 13,760 11,970 


are based on reports from 72 companies producing approximately 98 per cent of the 1935 pack. The comparative figures for 
a year ago were based on returns from practically all the salmon canners, and therefore included virtually 100 per cent of 


the pack in 1934, 


Number of Cases Total Total Total 


Grades or Varieties 


Cases 
Chinooks or Kings: 


Puget Sound Sockeyes........... 11,805 
Alaska Reds 145,321 
Cohoes, Silvers, Medium Reds 15,323 
140,875 


Talls Flats 
a Pound) 
ases 


Halves May 30 April 30 May 31 
(8 doz.) 1936 1036 1935 
Cases Cases Cases Cases 


_ 8 731 808 1,782 
191 63,128 75,124 80,993 
4,068 24,824 174,213 228,472 576,105 
19,260 11,388 45,971 54,110 63,730 
2,347 33,523 700,877 919,847 759,636 
— 6,638 147,513 172,955 60,842 
1,702 3,561 5,301 6,304 8,581 


1,201,170 
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PRICE DISCRIMINATION BILL 
(Continued from page 4973) 


plainant to cause the offender to be prosecuted in the Federal 
District Court instead of resorting to the Federal Trade Com- 
mission as provided elsewhere in the bill. 


Bill As Agreed Upon by Conference 


Following is the complete text of the bill: 


That section 2 of the Act entitled “An Act to supplement 
existing laws against unlawful restraints and monopolies, and 
for other purposes”, approved October 15, 1914, as amended 
(U.S. C., title 15, sec, 13), is amended to read as follows: 


“Sec. 2, (a) That it shall be unlawful for any person en- 
gaged in commerce, in the course of such commerce, either 
directly or indirectly, to discriminate in price between differ- 
ent purchasers of commodities of like grade and quality, 
where either or any of the purchases involved in such dis- 
crimination are in commerce, where such commodities are 
sold for use, consumption, or resale within the United States 
or any Territory thereof or the District of Columbia or any 
insular possession or other place under the jurisdiction of 
the United States, and where the effect of such discrimination 
may be substantially to lessen competition or tend to create 
a monopoly in any line of commerce, or to injure, destroy, or 
prevent competition with any person who either grants or 
knowingly receives the benefit of such discrimination, or with 
customers of either of them: Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall prevent differentials which make only due 
allowance for differences in the cost of manufacture, sale, or 
delivery resulting from the differing methods or quantities in 
which such commodities are to such purchaser sold or de- 
livered: Provided, however, That the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion may, after due investigation and hearing to all interested 
parties, fix and establish quantity limits, and revise the same 
as it finds necessary, as to particular commodities or classes 
of commodities, where it finds that available purchasers in 
greater quantities are so few as to render differentials on 
account thereof unjustly discriminatory or promotive of mo- 
nopoly in any line of commerce; and the foregoing shall then 
not be construed to permit differentials based on differences 
in quantities greater than those so fixed and established: And 
provided further, That nothing herein contained shall prevent 
persons engaged in selling goods, wares, or merchandise in 
commerce from selecting their own customers in bona fide 
transactions and not in restraint of trade: And provided 
further, That nothing herein contained shall prevent price 
changes from time to time where in response to changing con- 
ditions affecting the market for or the marketability of the 
goods concerned, such as but not limited to actual or immi- 
nent deterioration of perishable goods, obsolescence of sea- 
sonal goods, distress sales under court process, or sales in 
good in discontinuance of business in the goods con- 
cerned, 


“(b) Upon proof being made, at any hearing on a com- 
plaint under this section, that there has been discrimination 
in price or services or facilities furnished, the burden of re- 
butting the prima-facie case thus made by showing justifica- 
tion shall be upon the person charged with a violation of this 
section, and unless justification shall be affirmatively shown, 
the Commission is authorized to issue an order terminating 
the discrimination. Provided, however, That nothing herein 
contained shall prevent a seller rebutting the prima-facie case 
thus made by showing that his lower price or the furnishing 
of services or facilities to any purchaser or purchasers was 
made in good faith to meet an equally low price of a competi- 
tor, or the services or facilities furnished by a competitor. 


“(c) That it shall be unlawful for any person engaged in 
commerce, in the course of such commerce, to pay or grant, 
or to receive or accept, anything of value as a commission, 
brokerage, or other compensation, or any allowance or dis- 
count in lieu thereof, except for services rendered in connec- 
tion with the sale or purchase of goods, wares, or merchan- 
dise, either to the other party to such transaction or to an 
agent, representative, or other intermediary therein where 
such intermediary is acting in fact for or in behalf, or is sub- 
ject to the direct or indirect control, of any party to such 
transaction other than the person by whom such compensa- 
tion is so granted or paid. 


“(d) That it shall be unlawful for any person engaged in 
commerce to pay or contract for the payment of anything 
of value to or for the benefit of a customer of such person 
in the course of such commerce as compensation or in con- 
sideration for any services or facilities furnished by or 
through such customer in connection with the processing, 
handling, sale, or offering for sale of any products or com- 
modities manufactured, sold, or offered for sale by such per- 
son, unless such payment or consideration is available on 
proportionally equal terms to all other customers competing 
in the distribution of such products or commodities. 

“(e) That it shall be unlawful for any person to discrimi- 
nate in favor of one purchaser against another purchaser or 
purchasers of a commodity bought for resale, with or without 
processing, by contracting to furnish or furnishing, or by con- 
tributing to the furnishing of, any services or facilities con- 
nected with the processing, handling, sale, or offering for sale 
of such commodity so purchased upon terms not accorded to 
all purchasers on proportionally equal terms. 

“(f) That it shall be unlawful for any person engaged in 
commerce, in the course of such commerce, knowingly to 
induce or receive a discrimination in price which is prohibited 
by this section.” 


Sec, 2. That nothing herein contained shall affect rights of 
action arising, or litigation pending, or orders of the Federal 
Trade Commission issued and in effect or pending on review, 
based on section 2 of said Act of October 15, 1914, prior to the 
effective date of this amendatory Act: Provided, That where, 
se to the effective date of this amendatory Act, the Federal 

rade Commission has issued an order requiring any person 
to cease and desist from a violation of section 2 of said Act 
of October 15, 1914, and such order is pending on review or 
is in effect, either as issued or as affirmed or modified by a 
court of competent jurisdiction, and the Commission shall 
have reason to believe that such person has committed, used 
or carried on since the effective date of this amendatory Act, 
or is committing, using or carrying on, any act, practice or 
method in violation of any of the provisions of said section 2 
as amended by this Act, it may reopen such original proceed- 
ing and may issue and serve upon such person its complaint, 
supplementary to the original complaint, stating its charges 
in that respect. Thereupon the same proceedings shall be 
had upon such supplementary complaint as provided in sec- 
tion 11 of said Act of October 15, 1914. If upon such hearing 
the Commission shall be of the opinion that any act, practice, 
or method charged in said supplementary complaint has been 
committed, used, or carried on since the effective date of this 
amendatory Act, or is being committed, used or carried on, 
in violation of said section 2 as amended by this Act, it shall 
make a report in writing in which it shall state its findings 
as to the facts and shall issue and serve upon such person 
its order modifying or amending its original order to include 
any additional violations of law so found. Thereafter the pro- 
visions of section 11 of said Act of October 15, 1914, as to 
review and enforcement of orders of the Commission shall in 
all things apply to such modified or amended order. If upon 
review as provided in said section 11 the court shall set aside 
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such modified or amended order, the original order shall not 
be affected thereby, but it shall be and remain in force and 
effect as fully and to the same extent as if such supplementary 
proceedings had not been taken. 


Sec. 3. It shall be unlawful for any person engaged in com- 
merce, in the course of such commerce, to be a party to, or 
assist in, any transaction of sale, or contract to sell, which 
discriminates to his knowledge against competitors of the 
purchaser, in that, any discount, rebate, allowance, or adver- 
tising service charge is granted to the purchaser over and 
above any discount, rebate, allowance, or advertising service 
charge available at the time of such transaction to said com- 
petitors in respect of a sale of goods of like grade, quality, 
and quantity; to sell, or contract to sell, goods in any part 
of the United States at prices lower than those exacted by said 
person elsewhere in the United States for the purpose of de- 
stroying competition, or eliminating a competitor in such part 
of the United States; or, to sell, or contract to sell, goods at 
unreasonably low prices for the purpose of destroying compe- 
tition or eliminating a competitor. 

Any person violating any of the provisions of this section 
shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined not more than $5,000 
or imprisoned not more than one year, or both. 

Sec. 4. Nothing in this act shall prevent a cooperative 
association from returning to its members, producers, or con- 
sumers the whole, or any part of, the net earnings or surplus 
resulting from its trading operations, in a proportion to t 
purchases or sales from, to, or through the association. 


WHAT'S DOING IN CONGRESS 


Conferees Work on Tax Bill During Recess for 
Republican Convention 


During the recess over the Republican convention, the ma- 
jority members of the various committees have been hard at 
work shaping up legislation for speedy action next week. 
Final action must be had on the tax and relief bills as well as 
on three appropriation bills, all of which are now in the hands 
of conference committees. Whether Congress can adjourn 
within two or three days after it reconvenes depends on the 
nature of the conference report on the tax bill. 


Tax Bill 


Rumor has it that the Administration is bringing pressure 
to bear on the conferees to get back closer to the President's 
original suggestion of higher graduated rates on undistributed 
corporate surplus and there is a disposition to assume that 
another compromise will be the outcome. If this assumption 
is well founded, the final rates will vary according to the 
earnings of the corporation, with the highest level lower than 
the 42 per cent of the House bill. It is generally believed 
that the other corporate income schedules will be retained, 
as in the Senate bill, rather than abandoned altogether, as 
in the House bill. If the changes from the Senate bill are 
too pronounced, the session may, under the rules of the 
Senate, be dragged out until well into the summer. 

A minor Senate amendment, but one of considerable in- 
terest to some canners, will enable canners who export prod- 
ucts containing tax-paid sugar to obtain refunds on goods 
exported up to September 1, 1936, instead of to January 6, 
1936, as proposed in the House bill. The amendment as sent 
to conference is an addition to Section 601(a), as follows: 


“Provided, however, That in the case of articles other than 
direct-consumption sugar processed wholly or partly from 
sugar with respect to which a processing tax was paid, which 
are exported or delivered for charitable distribution or use, 
the exportation or the delivery for charitable distribution or 
use may take place at any time prior to September 1, 1936.” 


Bills Relating to Fisheries 


The Senate has passed the House bill (H. R. 8055) to pro- 
vide for economic studies of the fishery industry, market news 
service, and the orderly marketing of fishery products. As 
the Senate made no changes in the House bill it now awaits 
only the signature of the President. 

The President has vetoed the bill (S. 3989) to provide for 
the construction and operation by the Department of Com- 
merce of a vessel for use in research work in connection with 
Pacific Ocean fisheries. “This is a wholly unnecessary ex- 
pense,” said the President in his veto message in connection 
with the authorization of $500,000 for the purpose. “The 
Bureau of Fisheries can take some out-of-date naval or Coast 
Guard ship, such as an old Coast Guard cutter, fit her out at 
very low cost, and maintain her usefully for many years to 
come.” 


The proposed tax of 3 cents a pound on imported sardine 
oil will presumably be an important factor in the present 
controversy over the reduction and processing of sardines 
outside the three-mile limit off the Pacific Coast. The pro- 
posal is contained in the tax bill as passed by the Senate, 
Sec. 701, Tax on Certain Oils, which levies such a tax on all 
fish oil except cod oil, cod-liver oil, and halibut-liver oil. 


Status of Other Bills 


Corecanp Bitt.—No action has been taken by the Rules 
Committee in connection with the granting of a rule for con- 
sideration on the floor of the bill to amend the Food and 
Drugs Act. 


Government Contracts Bitt.—The Rules Committee has 
been asked for a rule to bring up the Healey-Walsh Bill, 
but no action has been taken to date. There is real pressure 
to get this bill through the House and out of conference before 
adjournment. 

Bitits.—The various Senate bills for 
controlling pollution of streams were all reported out favor- 
ably during the week of June Ist, and under the consent rule 
on June 6th the Barkley Bill (S. 4267) was passed. This bill 
would set up in the Bureau of Public Health Service a Divi- 
sion of Stream Pollution Control authorized, in cooperation 
with state agencies, to prepare a comprehensive plan for 
eliminating or reducing pollution in waters of the United 
States. Senator Lonergan, author of another pollution bill 
(S. 3958), has entered a motion to reconsider the vote on 
the Barkley Bill, and under the circumstances it does not 
seem likely that there will be any legislation at this session. 


Necrology 


Edward O. Shuster, at Rochester, N. Y., aged 70; secretary 
of Curtice Bros. Company, with which he had been asso- 
ciated nearly 50 years; past president of the Association of 
New York State Canners, Inc. 
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TEMPERATURES IN PEA CANNING DISTRICTS 


The following charts show the effective growing temperatures for peas in Maryland, New York, and Wisconsin for 
June, 1935, and to date for June, 1936, They are based on reports from selected stations of the U. S. Weather Bureau 
in the three states. The “effective temperature” is the peak temperature adjusted to allow for the relation between 
peak temperature and hourly readings. 


1935 


Maryland 


Bureau Issues Farm Labor Bibliography 


A bibliography covering the voluminous literature that the Bureau of Agricultural Economics. The volume is de- 
has been produced during the last 20 years on the subject signed to aid students of farm labor problems, and is issued 
of agricultural labor in the United States has been issued by as Agricultural Economics Bibliography No. 64. 
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CANNING IN THE NETHERLANDS 
Majority of Plants Small—Industry Is Controlled 


by Government 


At the close of 1930 the latest year for which statistics are 
available, there were 123 concerns in the Netherlands em- 
ploying 4,068 persons producing vegetables and fruits in tins 
or glass, according to the American Consul at Rotterdam. 
This included plants engaged in the manufacture of fruit pulp, 
jam, fruit juices, apple jelly, apple syrup and other syrups. 
In addition 47 concerns were engaged in pickling and drying 
vegetables and 112 in making meat products. The latter 
class of plants comprised meat canners, smokers and salters 
and manufacturers of sausages. 


Most firms engaged in the canning and preserving business 
are small. Only 20 vegetable and fruit canners were em- 
ploying more than 50 persons; three plants employed to- 
gether 1,635 people, or 40 per cent of the total. 


Principal Vegetables Canned 


Practically all sorts of vegetables grown in the Netherlands 
are preserved in tins, but the principal canned products are 
green garden peas, French beans, endive, and spinach. Gar- 
den peas are sold in various sizes and qualities. One of the 
leading manufacturers offers 12 different sorts of canned 
peas. French beans are also sold in various qualities. These 
vegetables are not “greened” here as is often done in France, 
Belgium and Germany to suit the taste of the public. 


Other products of the Netherland vegetable canning in- 
dustry include carruts, purslane, cauliflower, gherkins, Brus- 
sels sprouts, cabbage-lettuce, cabbage, broad beans, celery 
and asparagus. Netherland production of fresh asparagus 
during 1934 amounted to approximately 1,650 short tons. 
The bulk of it is consumed in fresh condition, and only white 
asparagus is canned. 


Various winter vegetables, such as beetroots, brown and 
white beans and all kinds of cabbage, are canned mainly for 
shipment to the Netherland colonies and other tropical coun- 
tries. Sauerkraut, which was formerly only pickled in brine 
in casks, is now also supplied in tins. Special products of 
the vegetable canning industry include various prepared 
soups, chopped mixed vegetables for soups, pork and beans, 
sauerkraut with sausage and several other winter dishes, 


The largest canners in the Netherlands are now also en- 
gaged in the manufacture of tomato puree, which product 
not so very long ago came almost exclusively from Italy. It 
is reported that as a result of the economic sanctions against 
that country domestic canners of tomato puree have been 
able to enlarge their sales. 


Government Control 


The cultivation, marketing and processing of vegetables in 
the Netherlands is controlled by the Government. Growers 
are financially supported and obliged to sell all their products, 
which must comply with certain quality requirements, through 
the auctions, most of which are operating on a cooperative 
basis. Canners, however, may obtain permission from the 


Government to close contracts with growers for the supply of 
vegetables, but the execution of such contracts as to quality, 
quantity and prices must be supervised by the auctions, It 


is customary for some large canning plants to close contracts 
for the supply of green peas and French beans, but other 
vegetables are usually bought at the auctions. 

Vegetables offered for sale by auctions which do not yield 
certain minimum prices established by the Government must 
be turned over by the growers to the horticultural relief 
agency against a compensation which is also fixed by the 
Government. 

The bulk of the production of the Netherland vegetable 
preserving industry is sold on the home market as far as 
canned products are concerned, but large quantities of vege- 
tables in barrels are packed for shipment to other countries, 
Domestic producers also supply considerable quantities of 
canned vegetables to the Netherland steamship companies 
for use on board their vessels. 


Until 1934 domestic canners experienced intense price com- 
petition from foreign, notably Belgian, packers. Following 
the establishment of monopoly taxes in the latter part of 
1933 imported vegetables in tins have gradually disappeared 
from the market, but prices continue on an unsatiffactory 
level owing to severe competition among domestic producers. 
Owing to the declining buying power of the consumer the bet- 
ter qualities have been replaced to a great extent by lower 
grades. 


Great Britain has been the principal buyer of the exports, 
taking an average of about 80 per cent of the total, chiefly 
cucumbers, gherkins, cauliflower and onions in brine. The 
United States is the second important buyer of preserved 
vegetables in barrels from the Netherlands. Shipments to 
this market during 1931-1935 averaged 1,141 tons per annum 
and consisted mainly of silverskin onions pickled in brine. 


Fruit Products 


The principal fruit product is jam which is consumed in 
the Netherlands throughout the year by rich and poor. Pears, 
plums, strawberries and cherries are preserved in water or 
sugar and packed in tins or glass. Apple sauce is also an im- 
portant product. The cultivating, marketing and processing 
of fruits are controlled by the Government in practically the 
same manner as for vegetables. 


Practically the entire Netherland production of preserved 
fruits and jam and marmalade is sold on the home market. 
It is reported that in consequence of the high monopoly tax 
placed on imports of canned fruits domestic production of 
such products has been expanding during the past two years. 
Home consumption of jam is declining strongly owing to the 
high retail prices caused by the heavy sugar excise tax 
the low prices of other foodstuffs eaten with bread, such as 
cheese, meat products and eggs. 


Cold Storage Holdings of Fishery Products 


Cold storage holdings of fishery products in the United 
States on May 15 were 57 per cent greater than a year ag0, 
and 40 per cent greater than the five-year average, according 
to the U. S. Bureau of Fisheries. Holdings on May 15 
amounted to 34,141,000 pounds, compared with 21,774,000 
pounds on May 15, 1935, and the five-year average of 24, 
376,000 pounds. 
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Fruit and Vegetable Market Competition 


Carlot Shi Reported by the Bureau of Agricultural 


Week endi Season total to 
June6 June 6 May 30 June6 June6 

VEGETABLES 1935 1936 1936 1935 1936 
Beans, snap and lima... 274 365 288 48,513 6,714 
1,703 1,547 1,480 11,841 9,646 
Green peas ........... 149 118 139 4,031 3,995 
0 0 5 5438 7,393 
3,896 4,382 3,425 101,224 113,413 

FRUITS 

Citrus, domestic........ 3,338 2,830 2,866 98,948 98,739 
ll 18 16 335 582 
Others, domestic........ 2,054 1,049 1,157 17,335 10,769 


Canners League Position on Women’s Wages 


At its annual meeting on June 2nd at San Francisco the 
Canners League of California unanimously adopted the fol- 
lowing resolution with respect to wages: 


“In the light of the United States Supreme Court decision 
just rendered, with regard to minimum wages for women, 
the Canners League of California at its annual meeting to- 
day reiterates its position that in its opinion the best interests 
of canners, women workers and minors are served through 
the determination of wages and working conditions by the 
State Industrial Welfare Commission. The California law 
was not before the court, and it is the intention of the 
members of this organization to continue to follow the orders 
of the Industrial Welfare Commission, assuming the Com- 
mission’s work continues along the lines now being followed.” 


Maine Canners Meet June 24th 


The summer meeting of the Maine Canners Association 
will be held at Lakewood, Maine, on Wednesday, June 24th. 


Insect Pest Survey for May 


Cutworms were less spectacular than the periodical cicadas 
or 17-year locust but did more damage over a wider range of 
territory, according to the survey of insect activity in May as 
reported by the Bureau of Entomology and Plant Quarantine. 
Emergence of the heavy brood of cicadas was confined to the 
Middle Atlantic and East Central States for the most part, 
but cutworms were busier than usual over a good share of 
the country from Virginia and Georgia westward to Utah. 
The pale western cutworm ruined 7,500 acres of wheat in 
Utah, and in Mississippi there was an unusual migration of 
variegated cutworms into cotton fields. Entomologists do not 
regard the cicadas as alarming, though they often seriously 
damage orchards. 

Grasshoppers are “extremely abundant” in western, south- 
western and southern Iowa, in parts of North Dakota, Ne- 
braska, Oklahoma, Colorado, Utah, Wyoming and California, 
and late May reports told of unusual numbers in the vicinity 
of Manhattan, Kansas, and in central Illinois. 


Chinch bug infestation in the East Central states is spotted, 
with some areas only lightly infested, others heavily. Hessian 


fly broods were heavy in Illinois and Indiana and the pest did 
considerable damage in western and southwestern Illinois. 
Sod webworms were so abundant that it was necessary to re- 
plant many cornfields in lowa and Missouri. 

Both canker worms and forest tent caterpillars are abun- 
dant in New England and south to New Jersey, and the 
canker worms have attacked trees in areas farther west and 
farther south. 


The severe winter seems to have cut down the number of 
Mexican bean beetles in Virginia and northward. Winter 
weather was favorable for the beet leafhopper in Montana. 

Orchard areas in the central zone and in the Northwest 


reported heavy emergence of codling moths in the early part 
of May. 


Japanese Canned Food Competition in Siam 


According to reports from Bangkok, there has recently 
been a marked increase in the sales of Japanese canned 
asparagus in Siam, as well as in canned peas. American 
exporters are reported to be suffering from the Japanese com- 
petition, for the Japanese sale price on asparagus there is 13 
ticals per case as against 17 ticals, cost price, on the Ameri- 
can asparagus. The quality of the Japanese product is said 
to be excellent. 

The American trade commissioner at Singapore states that, 
so far as Malaya is concerned, the sale of Japanese canned 
asparagus and canned peas has not been particularly notice- 
able, but it is rumored that they will shortly commence a sales 
campaign to establish these products on a volume basis. 


CROP CONDITIONS 


Summary of Reports from State Associations and 
Agricultural Economics Bureau 


Various state associations have reported the following con- 
ditions of canning crops in their respective districts. 

New Yorx.—New York canners have 33,648 acres planted 
to peas this year, which is 6 per cent higher than the 14-year 
average of harvested acreage but only 4 per cent higher than 
last year’s planted acreage. Planting was on the average 
about a week to ten days late and stands were generally 
good. Present conditions, however, are unfavorable in most 
of the territory because of dry weather. Scattered showers 
during the last few days have been of some benefit. Heavy 
frosts a few weeks ago caused considerable damage and the 
recovery of plants has been very irregular. Aphis is very 
abundant in many sections. Owing to the lateness of the 
crop and smaller plants, this aphis infestation appears to be 
more serious than at this time last year. 

ILtinots.—There has been practically no rain in eastern 
Illinois since corn planting began. Crop needs moisture very 
badly. This condition is fairly general for the central section 
of the state. 

Onto.—Comprehensive survey of Ohio indicates that sweet 
corn planting is just being completed with conditions aver- 
age for this time of the year. In fields where corn is up, 
the stands are reported to be fairly good. Some damage re- 
ported from cut worms. General rains this week have pro- 
vided ample moisture, but the July conditions as usual will 
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be the determining factor in the corn crop. Condition of 
tomatoes is reported to be good, with plants all set except in 
the southeastern territory where rain is needed. Alaska peas 
are now being packed with average yields and good quality. 


Uran.—The early pea crop in Utah was below average. 
The late crop appears also to be considerably short. Recent 
improvements in weather conditions may help the late crop. 
Tomato plants are looking fairly well. 


Minnesota.—Reports from canners in Minnesota indicate 
a continued favorable outlook for peas because of rains on 
the sixth and eighth. Weather has been cool during the past 
week and a normal crop is expected. Packing will begin 
around the twentieth. 


Wisconsin.—General rains have greatly improved the con- 
dition on late-planted Alaskas and Sweets in those southern, 
central and eastern districts that were suffering ten days 
ago. The northern and western part of the state seems to 
be coming along very well, although somewhat later than 
usual. 

A serious aphid infestation is showing up in many fields 
of Sweets, although the temperatures have been cool enough 
to keep them fairly well under control up until Friday. 


Packing early Alaskas will start Saturday of this week or 
the first part of next week in southern Wisconsin. These 
first yields will be low, as the vines average about two pods 
each. Total Alaska pack in Wisconsin will probably turn 
out to be about 80 per cent of normal. Sweets still entirely 
dependent upon degree of aphid infestation, success of 
spraying, and weather conditions from this time on. 

The Bureau of Agricultural Economics reports the follow- 
ing conditions of canning crops in certain areas. These 
reports indicate the condition as of June 1. 

Decaware AND MaryLanp.—Soil conditions very dry with 
weather warm. Sweet corn is germinating very slowly. 
Tomatoes set in the fields early in the season have shown 
very poor growth on account of insufficient moisture. Snap 
bean seed is planted but germinating very poorly. 

Ounto.—Soil moisture in this section is reported adequate 
but temperatures slightly below normal. Stands of corn are 
reported to be poor in some sections. Additional rains are 
needed for the best growth of tomatoes. Southern grown 
plants were delivered about ten days behind schedule. 
Quality of these plants in general was only fair. 

InpIANA.—Transplanting of the tomato plants into the 
fields is going on rapidly after a slow start. There was a 
searcity of southern grown plants. Soil moisture in general 
is adequate although a few areas are suffering for lack of 
rain. Cut worms are reported to be doing some damage. 
Germination of sweet corn has been very good except extreme 
south part of the state where soil is too dry. 

ARKANSAS AND Missourt.—The growth of snap beans is 
indicated to be below normal in many sections on account of 
the drought. Shortage of tomato plants together with unfa- 
vorable conditions in the fields has delayed setting of tomato 
plants. 

In the southern states including Tennessee, Kentucky and 
Mississippi, snap beans and tomatoes are suffering because 
of lack of moisture. Ground is reported to be very dry and 
hard. In some sections cool weather has retarded growth. 


The following table gives the average temperature and 
total rainfall for the principal pea growing districts for each 
of the last two weeks, as shown by the U. S. Weather Bureau 
reports for selected stations in these districts: 


Week ended— 


District June 2,1936 June 9, 1936 

Temp. Rain Temp. Rain 
56 6 6 J 
Wonern 59 2 6 3 
South Central Ohio...... 63 a 70 8 
Northern Illinois, Southern Wisconsin 63 ll 62 4 
Southern Minnesota............... 69 a 61 1.7 
Northern Colorado................ 65 a 64 4 
Northern Utah .............. ele 67 5 61 6 
Northwestern Washington ......... 59 & 20 
Southeastern Washington.......... 66 0 61 6 


Tolly Succeeds Davis as AAA Administrator 


Howard R. Tolley, acting AAA Administrator, has been 
named to succeed Chester C. Davis as head of the Agricul- 
tural Adjustment Administration. Mr. Davis has been ap- 
pointed a member of the Federal Reserve Board. 


Recommendations for Control of Insects 


A mimeographed publication E-376, entitled “Recommen- 
dations for the Control of Insects Attacking Certain Vege 
tables, Small Fruits and Tobaccos,” has just been issued by 
the Bureau of Entomology and Plant Quarantine, U. S. De- 
partment of Agriculture. Recommendations are given for 
control of a number of insects affecting vegetable crops, in- 
cluding cabbage worms on cabbage, cauliflower and broccoli, 
pepper weevil, vegetable weevil, Mexican bean beetle, and 
spinach insects. 

Copies of the publication may be obtained from the Divi- 
sion of Truck Crop and Garden Insect Investigations, U. S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 
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